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Kaka’ako United
1

February 3, 2020

To: City Council, Committee on Zoning, Planning and Housing.
Ron Menor, Chair, Tommy Waters, Vice Chair

From: Doug Valenta President and Klaus Radtke, Vice-President, Kakaako
United

Subject: In opposition to Resolution 20-21: The SMA application should not
be approved as long as references to the ‘inclusive playground’ remain
within the wording of the FEIS. Any mention of the inclusive playground
should be removed.

Kaka’ako United, is a voluntary community group working together to
ensure a quality Kaka’ako community from Mauka to Makai. The Ala
Tvloana Regional Park is in our district and we all love and use our People’s
Park

It thus is of a major concern that Resolution 20-21 adopts the FEIS accepted
on August 12,2019, which includes the inclusive playground in Ala Moana
Regional Park and the SMA application. Any mention of the inclusive
playground must be removed from the SMA

On behalf of our members and residents, we request that any references to
the ‘inclusive park be removed from SMA Use Permit No. 201 9/SM. A-36.
Resolution 20-21 should delete the playground reference in all documents.
May we also remind the Council that the Mayor announced that the inclusive
playground will be built at an alternative location so it should be deleted
from the SN/IA application.

Respectfully submitted in written testimony

KU: Kaka’ako United
P0 Box 235965 a Honolulu, Hawaii 96823

wwwkakaakouui1edqrg a nioä_kcwkLmitei.org

Ensuring the quality oflife for an integrated Kaka ‘ako community from inauka to niakai.
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HAWAI’I
FOUNDATION

680 Iwilet Road Swte 690, Honolulu HI 96817 • (808) 523-2900 • preservanon@historichawan.org • vwhistorichawaii.org

TO: Committee on Zoning, Planning and Housing
City Council, City & County of Honolulu
The Honorable Ron Nienor, Chair
lie Honorable Tommy \‘(aters, Vice Chair

FROM: Historic Hawai’i Foundation
Kiersten Faulkner, Executive Director

RE: Resolution 20-21: Special Management Area Use Permit
at Ala Moana Park and Magic Island
J-Ionolulu, Island of O’ahu
TMK: (1) 2-3-037001, 002, 022, 023, 025

HEARING: Thursday, February 6, 2020
9:01) am.
council ‘sIeenng R )Ohii, Honolulu I lale

Historic Hawai’t Foundation is submitting comments with concerns and recommended amendments related to to
the Application lot- a Special Management Area (StsL-\) Lse Permit from the Department of Design and Construction

(DDC) for the proposed park and facilines Iniproveinents at Ala Moana Regional Park (AMRP) and Magic Island as
described in die Final Environmenial Impact Statement, accepted August 12, 2019.

The Project Area includes the entire Ala Moana Park and Mac Island Peninsula. Of the project area, the historic Ala
hloana Park ITMK 2—3—37:001) is the portion listed on the I lawai’i Register of Historic Places.

Summary of HHF Comments and Concerns
The SNIr\ permit apphcatioii inchides 17 projects to he implemented o’-er the span of 10 years to improve the Park’s
gtnunds and faciliriec. ( F these, two are located outside the historic dtctnct houndan. -\!thongh they ate older than 51-i
years, the applicant did not evaluate them for historic significance. Four of the prnjects were submitted to the State
1-listoric Preservation Division fot review and concutrence; SI IPD’s conditions for concurrence Were not

incorporated into the ShEA’s description of work. The remaining 11 projects have the potential to harm historic
features if constructed as cntrent]v proposed.

Interests of Historic Hawai’i Foundation
Historic Hawai’i Foundation (I Il-IF) is a statewide non-profit organization established in 1974 to encourage the
preservation of sites, buildings, structures, objects and districts that are significant to the history of Hawai’i.

Historic I-Iawai’i Foundation’s Comments and Recommendations
HHF supports efforts to provide regular and routine maintenance and repait of historic properties, as ‘veil as
rehabilitation for deteriorated or neglected historic stnictures, buildings and landscapes, so long as such effotts follow
appropriate standards and guidelines for the treatment of historic properties.

HHF Commenti on Ala Moana Regional Park Special Management Atea Permit Application
February 6, 2020
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\‘(Aile i-Il ii- is pleased that the Gin- is making strides to address issues with tile longevity. usabthn- and appearance of
the Park. ‘ye are extremely concerned that the pro;ect descnption in the SL\ .kpplication—whicli includes by
reference the descriptions in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS)—ts not based on historic presen-ation
standards. guidelines and best practices.

HHF Comment: Of the tdcntified historic resources, evaluation and prolect effect ate discussed for only six. The
FEIS says no work is being done on three of the six; however, the Si’sL-\ application states that work ‘vifl include major
capital changes and effects on the histonc fabric. Therefore, the Sf.h-Vs reliance on the EElS description of the
proposed work is inconsistent, inaccurate and contradictory.

HI-IF Comment: The SMA’s description of the work at the three additional locations not evaluated in the FEIS
includes significant demolinon and destruction of historic character-defining features. There are no references to
applying appropriate presen-ation standards. Therefore, the SNL-\ does not meet the requirements for treatment of
historic properties.

HI-IF Comment: The park’s historic resources inciude the spatial arrangement of open space and foliage, as well as
the landscaping. open lawns, exceptional trees and other vegetation. The SMA proposes adding major new facilities.
including a multi-use area at or near the historic lawn howling green, a playground, a dog park, and relocation of
maintenance facihoes. Tile direct, indirect atid cumuladve effect of the major new construction vottld obltterare the
open space design and spatial relationships. These open areas, vistas and trees ate iniponant elements of the historic
park design. Therefore, these projects would have an adverse effect on histonc properties.

HHF Comment: The reviews 0f historic features contained in the FEIS and SNL\ application do not meet
professional standards for identification and evaluation of a histonc property. It is a partial assessment, focused on
nub- six 0f the identified 14 historic features within tile park, rather than the Park district as a whole; it does riot assess
the overall design, contributing features or how the entire preferred alternative viil affect the entire lustoric property.
Therefore, the assessment and evaluation are inadequate and do not meet standards for identification and assessment
of effect.

HHF Recommendation: Full idc-nnficaoon of historic feamres needs to be conducted in accordance \vltIl

professional standards and scope by appropriate preservation professionals to remedy to gaps and inconsistencies in
tile prior reports.

HHF Recommendation: The S\IA conditions need to include design parameters with explicit and enforceable
commitments to apply tile Secrctaev of rile Interiors’ Standards for Rehahihtatmon to the 1istnric buildings. strtictures

and landscapes. Specific recommendations by historIc feature are detailed in die attachment below.

Cone lusions
i—il—IF supports nlany elements of the proposed Park improvements, including increased staffing and maintenance;
increased security measures; repair and maintenance of irrigation systems and circulation systems; and appropnate

repair and maintenance of historic buildings and features.

However, F-li—IF remains cnncermied with tile more aggressive elements of the p1at, especially those that u-mU modi- or
adversely affect historic resources.

HHF recommends either that the SMA be amended to include the recommendations and address the issues
outlined above, or that it be denied if the recommended conditions are not met.

Thank you for tile opportututv to cotilnleot.

HHF Comments on Ala Moana Regional Park Special Management Area Permit Application

February 6, 2020
Page 2 of S



The following discussion addresses the historic architectural features at Ala Moana Park and Historic Hawaii
Foundation’s recommendations for conditions to be included in the Special Management Area Permit.

Historic Feature
. HHF Recommendations for SMA Conditions

[Year built]

1. ihoroughfare/Looped • Do not remove grass and trees at makai walkway to widen walkway into shared
Dnve Road [1932] use path

• Do not add perpendicular parking to mauka side
• Do not remove trees lining mauka side
• Integrate design for central terrace and pergolas into overall roadway

maintenance and improvements.

2. l-lavatian Lagoon [1032] • Use existing remnants of original pond edge waUs on ‘vhich ro base
. reconsrnicnon design. Match original design in location, style, materials and

construction type
• Rehabilitation work should he designed by a landscape architect who meets the

SQl professional qualifications
• Hawaiian pond design and landscaping with adjacent Canoe Jlálau

3. Japanese Lagoon [1932] • Use existing remnants of original pond edge walls on winch to base
reconstruction design. Match original design in location, style, materials and
constnietion type

• Rehabilitation work should be designed by a landscape architect who meets the
501 professional qualifications

4. Drainage Canal [1032] 1 ii IF concurs with the proposals:
• For sections of canal wail that have failed propose replacement with a precast

concrete pane], finished to match adjacent surface (two approximately IOU-foot
segments).

• Adjacent existing sound waUs to be reinforced with concealed structure behind
canal ‘vail and below grade, with the face re-plastered to match existing.

, . .. lii IF concurs that this Central Terrace and the adjacent Pergolas features of the parka. High Spot Imp tovemen ts .
.

. — should be repaired and adapted to conteinporan uses in conlunc non with the SharedI Central 1 erraces, Pergolas .

[1(132]
l. se Path and the rirrposcd Pt tkoi Pedestrian Entrance

t Appropriate rehabilitation should include:

• Replace missing trelhses to match lusroric design, location and matenals (or
conremporan replacement matenal that matches historic appearance).

• Restore historic \valls and steps marching historic design, location and marerials.
• Provide ADA access with imnimal alteration to histonc features, separate from

the restored stairs
• Design a connection to the proposed Pihkoi pedestrian entrance drawing

inspiration from tIle design as envisioned in the 1 936 Plan with hardscape, water
features and landscaping.

.,. HI-IF concurs with the intent to implement this central pedestrian entrance, within6. Pi ikoi Entrance/Central
[1936]

the larger context of developing the central axis across to the Central Terrace and
£

Pergolas.
Appropriate rehabilitation should include:

HHF Comments on Ala Moana Reeional Park Special Management Area Permit Application
February 6, 2020
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Historic Feature
HHF Recommendations for SMA Conditions

[Year builtj

• F II IF COflcu5 with the proposed boxed culvert and bridge railing design as
shown in DEIS Appendix D-3 enhanced with appropriate landscaping at Pi’ikoi.

• Do not remove the existing rock wall along Ala Nloana Bou]evard
• Do not widen the Queen Street entrance or add wide expanses of concrete or

asphalt walkways.
• Assuming that the Pi’ikoi entrance is developed into an invidng pedestrian

entrance, the three remaining small budge crossings QX’atd block, Queen Street
and Park Lane) should remain secondary, enhanced with landscaping, and not be
relocated or widened.

• HHF concurs with creating a secondan sense of entry at the Kamakee Street
end of the Park.

• 71w exisnng hmtonc low rock walls should not he altered. New walls, entry
portals and signage should complement the historic, but he differennated.

• Complementan- design of added features and landscaping should he performed
in conjunction with an architect and a landscape architect meeting the 501
pr()fesstonal gualificanons.

7. Spatial arrangement; • Do not remove ant excepnonal trees.
Alternating areas of foliage • All trees and landscaping that are diseased nr not viable should be replaced with
and open space, landscaping the same or simliar species and in the same locations.
and vegetation [ca 1932] • Introduction of street trees, and other landscape features should be developed

within the context of an overall professionally designed, long-range landscape
plan.

• A landscape architect meeting the 501 professional qualificattoos should
develop and implement a master landscaping plan

• Do not locate am new facilities or relocatcd facihries (dog park. playground,
ocean safety oftice, maintenance base yard, eic.) in areas historically designated
as open space or passive recreation areas.

I li-IF concurs with the restoration/rehabilitanon and long—term prcsenation of this8. Lnti-v Pottals / Scalloped .

important

historic feature. Appropriate rehahihtanon for the portals, scalloped walls,\\ alis çaka Roosevelt Portals)
. [1934]

plaza and restored plannng should include;

• :\ thi wough structural investigation with repair methods slit ;uld he performed in
conjunction with an architect and/ut engineer meeting the 501 professional
quall flea tions.

• HI-IF agrees that a corrosion-inhibiting concrete penetrating sealer is the
recommended material to be used to protect the outer surface 0f the portals
from moisture \vithout disn.irbance to its historical nature.

• Repair materials, details and finishes should match the historic features and
comply with 301 Standards for Rehabilitation.

• Any new ‘screen’’ or introduced landscape feature should not obstftict the view
of the portals.

• New shade trees should be consistent with the overall landscape master plan
(described above).

HI-IF concurs that this significant historic feature needs to be preserved and9. Equestnan (aka Bridle)
-

repaited.
canal bridge [1931] . - . -

Appropnate
rehabilitation should include:

HHF Comments on Ala Moana Regional Park Special Management Area Permit Application
February 6, 2020
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Historic Feature
HHF Recommendations for SMA Conditions

[Year built]

• ‘Ihorough structural investigation and repair methods should be performed in
conjunction with an architect and/or engineer meeting the 501 professional
qualifications.

• Use materials matching original design and finishes.
• If needed, a safety railing should be a simple cun-ed metal railing which is

differentiated from, and secondary to, the historic concrete bridge

Iii. Keyhole Parking Area • Do not reconfigure the parking area in a manner that eliminates the spatial
[19351 organization as a “keyhole.” DEN Option 3 retains the circular keyhole layout

and loses only 7 parking stalls compared to the destructive Option 2 plan.
Option 3 is an acceptable alternative to retaining tile existing layout.

• Do not remove exceptional trees.

Ii. Sports Pavilion LI 937] • Repair and rehabilitate to the histonc appearance following the 501 Standards
for Rehabilitation of 1-lisroric Properties.

12. Banyan Courtyard [1937] • Plant four new ban3 ans where four large Exceptional banvans will be removed
due to disease/non-viability.

• Repair and rehabihtate to the liistonc’appearance following the 301 Standards
for Rehabilitation of Historic Properties.

13. Tennis Courts [1937] • Maintain and repair as needed. Avoid major work affecting this historic resource.

14. Lawn Bowling Green • Maintain acid repair as needed, Avoid major work affecnng this historic resource.
[1939, renovated 1966-67]

15. McCoy Pavilion [1975] • Repair and rehabilitate to the historic appearance following the 501 Standards
*although not vet 50 years for Rehabilitation of I listoric Properties.

old, this feature should also
be treated following the
appropriate standards due to
its ti and
rclanonsh:p to the other
features

HHF Comments on Ala Moana Regional Park Special Management Area Permit Application
February 6,2020
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KAHEA

February 4, 2020

Committee on Zoning, Planning, and Housing
City Council of the City and County of Honolulu
Honolulu, Hawaii 968 13-3077

Re: Agenda Item No.5: Testimony of KAHEA: The Hawaiian-
Environmental Alliance against the Resolution 20-21,
granting a Special Management Area permit proposed for
Ala Moana regional park development, Honolulu, O’ahu

TNt lkwaInH—tHVIRONMtNuL AuIaHct

PROTECTING

NATIVE HAWAIIAN

To whom it may concern,

I am writing on behalf of KAHEA: The Hawaiian-Environmental Alliance,
a 501(c) (3) nonprofit organization to strongly oppose Resolution 20-
21. granting City’s proposed Special Management Area (SIVIA)
permit application for Ala Moana regional park developments.

CUSTOMARY &

TRADITIONAL RIGHTS AND

OUR FRAGILE

ENVIRONMENT

Maffing Address
‘.0. Box 37368
Honokjiu. —U 96837

to-free prone/fox
877.585.2432

www.(AHEAog

KAHEA: the Howajjan-&nvironniental
Alliance iso non-prott 50 (c13 working
to protect the unique natural and
cultural resources of the Hawauan
islands. KAHEA translates to Fnglrsh
as the call.

KAHEA is a community-based organization that advocates for the
proper stewardship of our resources and for social responsibility by
promoting cultural understanding and environmental justice.

We reviewed the final environmental impact statement (EIS) for the
overall Ala Moana redevelopment project and found the premise,
disclosures, and mitigation for the proposed beach nourishment project
wholly insufficient. The SMA application relies heavily on this
insufficient EIS and reproduces several of its flaws.

We are concerned about adverse impacts to cultural and recreational
resources. These include open space, which will be compromised
through redevelopment of the bowling lawn and keyhole into
“multiuse” areas and parking lots. Cultural resources include the sand
crabs and other invertebrates who are the food for tako and nearshore
fish and who will be destroyed by dumping 70,000 cubic yards of sand
as part of an ill-advised sand replenishment project. Cultural resources
include shell collecting, nearshore fish, and surf breaks - including
access to surf breaks - and the coral reefs that create those breaks.

All of these resources are adversely impacted by increasing park
traffic. This nowhere discussed in the EIS or the SM.A. There is no Ka
Pa’akai analysis. Rather, they uncritically tout increasing visitor use
without disclosing impacts on the park and nearshore areas.

Creating further visitor attractions will cause significant degradation of
public trust resources in the absence of protective measures. Rather, in
regard to land use, the SMA application includes the inconsistent
conclusion: “The proposed projects would have no potential impact on
the land use at the Park. The project would allow improvements of the
existing facilities and grounds which serve as a main recreational
resource for countless residents and visitors.” Installing further



recreational amenities for “countless residents and visitors” will have a significant, detrimental
impact on Park lands.

Proposals to increase parking spaces or bridge width do not mitigate impacts including
crowded, dangerous surf breaks, surf schools of novice surfers in ‘reef walkers’ stomping on
fragile coral, overflowing rubbish bins, and sunscreen oil spilling across the ocean surface.
This is something we already see increasing at Ala Moana. See SMA § 2.2.3 (bridge widening),
2.2.4, 2.2.6, 2.2.7 (parking reconfiguration and expansion), 2.2.16 (multi-use facility).

The SMA application also includes one of the largest sand replenishment actions in the U.S. and
yet fails to disclose the significant impacts on beach ecosystems. SMA § 2.2.7. First, the City’s
application confusingly only includes the beach replenishment project mauka of the shoreline
and disclaims responsibility to DL1NR or other entities for submerged lands. We have received
inconsistent information about whether a conservation district use permitting procedure will be
followed for the offshore beach dredging and placement on the shore.

In any case, segmenting the project this way is inconsistent with the purpose of the Coastal
Zone and Management Act and is anyway unsupported by a shoreline determination or
discussion of why such a determination is unnecessary. The high wash of the waves hits the
existing bathroom structure and often spills across the sidewalk. So it is unclear whether and
how the city is distinguishing the SMA from OCCL areas.

Second, the purported “need” for the beach nourishment is to improve beach recreation, but
none of the impacts of increased beach usage are reviewed or disclosed. In any case,
improving beach usage is a trivial “need” by comparison with other areas in which beach
replenishment is called for by severe erosion and sea level rise that is actually threatening to
take out coastal buildings and has already caused homeowners to retreat.

Creating further visitor attractions will cause significant degradation of public trust resources
in the absence of protective measures. The SMA permit application proposes nothing to protect
Ala Moana park and its nearshore resources. By contrast, environmental review for the beach
replenishment project at Kahana Bay, Maui specifically emphasized the need to review impacts
of increased beach use and associated parking and traffic on the actual resources. None of
these are considered in the City’s application. In Kahana, Maui, managed retreat was opposed
on the basis that the shoreline is lined with major roads and large condominium structures. By
contrast, Ala Moana is a park and the plan should be to create plans to adapt to erosion instead
of creating further, questionable bulwarks against sea level rise.

The City’s proposed beach replenishment is unnecessary. It amounts to a scheme to increase
the beach area for nearby condominium-associated concierge and vendor services to cater to
tourists. These activities are poorly regulated by the City and the supporting documents for the
application do not disclose the impacts of these extended uses of Ala Moana beach public trust
resources.

Experts reviewing the ecological impact of beach replenishment have weighed in against the
Ala Moana beach replenishment project on the basis that it will impact invertebrate
populations and have undisclosed ripple effects across the larger ecosystem. See Christina
Jedra, “Ala Moana Sand Replenishment will kill Sand-Dwelling Creatures, Researchers Say,”
Civil Beat (Aug. 28, 2019) available at: https://www.civilbeat.org/20I9/08/ala-moana-sand-
replenishment-will-kill-sand-dwelling-creatures-researchers-say/. KAHEA members include
Hawaiian cultural practitioners whose fishing and diving practices at Ala Moana beach and
nearshore areas rely on healthy ecosystems. We have seen octopi hunting for sand crabs near
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the shore, schools of oama and halalu, and other fish in near shore in areas proposed for beach
replenishment.

Sand dredging offshore, even at areas without coral or sea grasses, will impact areas that are
recreational resources for divers and surfers. KAHEA members dive for sand-bottom dwelling
fish in areas outside of Ala Moana and surf at breaks that are not reviewed in the Ala Moana EIS.
The ElS only reviewed the impacts of sand dredging from a few angles of southwest swell on
three breaks. However, there are at least twelve breaks at Ala Moana and those breaks pull in
swell from up to 180 degrees. The City contractor’s modeling did not review those impacts.

The undisclosed potential of sand dredging to impact irreplaceable surf breaks and diving
resources wholly outweighs any concern and interest in further extending sandy beach for an
unmeasured amount of future beach users.

As disclosed by the City’s contractors, Sea Engineering Inc., the sand from previous
replenishment projects has simply been drawn back into the swim channel over the years. The
City’s plan then amounts to adding another 70,000 cubic yards of sand to the swim channel ad
infinitum. There has been no study on the ways that continuing to fill the swim channel will
impact the nearshore reefs and other ecosystems, including juvenile fish habitat within the
channel, that could inform any decisionmakers about the significant issues with the proposed
beach replenishment.

Finally, KAHEA opposes the dog park on the basis that the application contains incomplete
information. The statement that the “park’s underlying layer of coral fill material, used to fill
the shallow mud flats, enables stormwater to percolate into the ground” (SMA § 2.2.1) does not
square with regular observations of flooding in that area during and after medium to heavy
rains. Proposed mitigation measures in the form of shrubs planted near the drainage canal are
inadequate to stem flooding and overflow of animal feces particulates into Kewalo harbor,
which is an area in which manta rays and other marine life have been observed.

For these reasons, please deny the City’s application and require the City to better support its
application.

Me ka mahalo nui,

Bianca Isaki, Secretary
KAI-IEA Board of Directors and Staff, 2019-20

S



From: CLK Council Info
Sent: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 10:29AM
Subject: Council/Public Hearing Speaker Registration/Testimony

Speaker RegistrationlTestimony

Name Namah Grace

Phone 8087722185

Email Nightskysongshotmail.com

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH
Council

Committee

Agenda Item Res 20-21

Your position on
Oppose

the mailer

Representing Self

Organization Save Ala Moana Beach Park
Do you wish to
speak at the No
hearing?

Mahalo to you, our Council members, for your continued careful
consideration and oversight of matters many of us regular park users
deem critically important to preserving green space and unique
character of Ala Moana Park. Its unreproducible qualities and
aesthetics Mahalo to you, our Council members, for your continued
careful consideration and oversight of mailers many of us regular
park users deem critically important to preserving green space and
unique character of Ala Moana Park. Its unreproducible qualities and
aesthetics are truly treasured by many who may or may not be
speaking up.

Written I urge you to amend the SMA so that:
Testimony

* NO one-acre playground can be built in Ala Moana Park, not now,
not EVER. This kind of structure does not belong inside Ala Moana
Beach Park for myriad sound reasons that have been urgently and
clearly expressed to you by many, urgently and repeatedly.

* No dog park, ever. Recently, I asked a life guard if dogs are allowed
at water’s edge and/or IN THE WATER in the park. He told me, ‘we
just want everyone to be happy.’ His response clearly implied those
who were playing with their dogs in the water as we were talking
would not be told to get dogs out of the water. His comments reflect
the fact there’s no one making sure dogs are not in the water, which

1



is a posted park rule, but definitely not adhered to. The rules for dogs
are not taken seriously now, and certainly will not be if there’s a dog
park. A dog park within the park wiU encourage more dogs to be ON
the beach and IN the water. That’s not a good thing.

I urge you to change the EIS so there cannot ever be perpendicular
mauka parking. That’s an ill-thought out concept for safety and traffic
flow reasons. We all know that. The loss of mature shade trees to
accommodate this form of parking is totally unacceptable. Making the
excuse that “trees are sick and need to be taken out is fatuous, at
best. Shame to those who remove those trees. Trees need to be
well-cared for and treasured. More trees, not less.

Also, taking away any of the open green space to change the shape
of Magic Island parking area falls under the same comments about
removing mauka trees along park road. It’s an inexplicably BAD
PLAN and should not be allowed. The city is chewing away at its
green space. It will not magically come back once greed and bad
planning consumes it.

I urge you to be those who will be applauded and honored in the
City’s history books as being those wise, thoughtful individuals who
are informed and caring enough to protect these kinds of
irreplaceable treasures.

Mahalo for being committed, good custodians of what’s dwindling, yet
deeply treasured, in our community. truly treasured by many who
may or may not be speaking up.

I urge you to amend the SMA so that:

* NO one-acre playground can be built in Ala Moana Park, not now,
not EVER. This kind of structure does not belong inside Ala Moana
Beach Park for myriad sound reasons that have been urgently and
clearly expressed to you by many, urgently and repeatedly.

* No dog park, ever. Recently, I asked a life guard if dogs are allowed
at water’s edge and/or IN THE WATER in the park. He told me, “we
just want everyone to be happy.” His response clearly implied those
who were playing with their dogs in the water as we were talking
would not be told to get dogs out of the water. His comments reflect
the fact there’s no one making sure dogs are not in the water, which
is a posted park rule, but definitely not adhered to. The rules for dogs
are not taken seriously now, and certainly will not be if there’s a dog
park. A dog park within the park will encourage more dogs to be ON
the beach and IN the water. That’s not a good thing.

I urge you to change the ElS so there cannot ever be perpendicular
mauka parking. That’s an ill-thought out concept for safety and traffic
flow reasons. We all know that. The loss of mature shade trees to
accommodate this form of parking is totally unacceptable. Making the
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excuse that trees are sick and need to be taken out’ is fatuous, at
best. Shame to those who remove those trees. Trees need to be
well-cared for and treasured. More trees, not less.

Also, taking away any of the open green space to change the shape
of Magic Island parking area falls under the same comments about
removing mauka trees along park road. It’s an inexplicably SAD
PLAN and should not be allowed. The city is chewing away at its
green space. It will not magically come back once greed and bad
planning consumes it.

I urge you to be those who will be applauded and honored in the
City’s history books as being those wise, thoughtful individuals who
are informed and caring enough to protect these kinds of
irreplaceable treasures.

Mahalo for being committed, good custodians of what’s dwindhng, yet
deeply treasured, in our community.

Testimony
Attachment

Accept Terms
1

and Agreement

lP: 192.168.200.67
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Milton Hee

Phone (808) 554-6000

Email milton.heegmail.com

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH
Zoning

Committee

Agenda Item Res. 20-2 1

Your position on
Oppose

the matter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to
speak at the No
hearing?

1. The SMA Use Permit for Ala Moana Park should NOT be granted by this
committee. There is too much public opposition to the changes which DPP seems
to have ignored.
2, Changes that were recently agreed to by the DPP and users such as moving the

Written Testimony special needs playground to Kakaako have not been reflected in the amended
SMA.
3. The Dog Park has the potential to seriously endanger the health of the users of
the park as the animal feces and urine will eventually penetrate into the grass and
beach areas and should not be granted any exception.

Testimony
Attachent

Accept Terms and
Agreement

IP: 192.168.200.67
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name BRAD FRYE

Phone 808-487-9535

Email BRADFRYEMAIL@GMAIL.COM
Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH Committee Zoning

Agenda Item 20-2 1

Your position on the matter Oppose

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? Yes

Written Testimony

Testimony Attachment 202002020911 32 RESOLUJION2O-2 I .docx
Accept Terms and Agreement 1

IP: 192.168.200.67
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I oppose Resolution 20-21 as drafted for the following reasons.

1. The Special Management Area description includes a 1-acre playground which has been informally
moved out of Ala Moana Park to Kaka’ako Park. The playground should be deleted from the SMA to
formalize this decision and make the SMA conform to the actual plan for Ala Moana Park.

2. The plan to increase parking stalls at the Park by widening the Parkway and installing perpendicular
parking is needlessly expensive, destructive of Park green space and dangerous. No Alternatives were
considered and there is an alternative way to add the same, or more, parking stalls that does not have
these serious negative consequences. It is to increase by 20-25% the number of parking stalls in the
existing Magic Island lot, and the planned larger size Keyhole lot, by redesigning them to use one-way
access lanes with angle parking. This would avoid the huge expense of tearing out 1800’ x 20’ of grass
and 40+ mature trees, widening the Parkway 16’ for perpendicular parking and installing 4’ sidewalks.
Forward angle parking is much safer than perpendicular parking, and reverse angle is even safer. This
alternative should be comparatively evaluated for its cost, impact on the green space in the Park, and
parking safety before the City Council approves the parking plan in the SMA.

3. The plan to reshape and enlarge the Magic island lot is expensive and not necessary. Parking stalls in
the existing lot can be increased 20-25% by reconfiguring the existing lot to use one-way access lanes
with angle parking. This would avoid the expense of tearing out 25,000 square feet of the existing
Magic Island lot and building 45,000 square feet of new parking lot, for a net destruction of 20,000
square feet of grass and trees. This alternative should be comparatively evaluated for its cost, impact
on the green space in the Park, and parking safety before the City Council approves the parking plan in
the SMA.

4. The proposed dog park grossly violates the criteria that the Ala Moana Neighborhood board developed
for dog parks. It is much too small, too near busy streets, too near pedestrians, and is located in a busy
park (the busiest park on Oahu). Furthermore, it is adjacent to a canal that will be polluted by canine
feces run-off and urine. Lastly, the Ala Moana Neighborhood board specifically excluded the Park as an
appropriate location, and identifed several others in the area that are much more favorable. The SMA
should not be approved with the dog park unless its location in the Park is formally compared to other
area locations, and the Neighborhood Board approves.

The above elements in the SMA should be eliminated, or modified at City Council direction, to ensure that
appropriate decisions about them are made only after thorough study and evaluation, and approval by the
City Council.

The City Administration has failed to properly do its job to best improve the Park at reasonable expense and
with the least damage during the Park Improvement Plan and EIS. Now City Council action during the SMA
process is the last chance for the citizens of Oahu to obtain an Ala Moana Park Improvement Project that truly
meets their needs as taxpayers and Park users.
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Ten Skiliman

Phone 8083894462

Email Hautree77@ao1.com
Meeting Date 02-16-2020

Council/PH
Zoning

Committee

Agenda Item Resolution 20-2 1

Your position on
Oppose

the matter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to
speak at the No
hearing?

I strongly oppose Resolution 20-2 1 which still includes the playground and the dog
park in the text. Why is this still being included?
As I testified before, the playground should be located next to the Children’s
Discovery Center in Kaka’ako. Build that larger space into an area for children and
families in Honolulu. That would be unique for the City and it would support a
museum already in existence.

As a dog owner, I DO NOT support building a dog park at Ala Moana, The Parks
Written Testimony Dept. needs to add a leash law to the rules for the park use so that dog owners can

walk their dogs on the walking paths but a dog park would destroy this historic
park.
Catherine Richards Jones and Robert Oliver Thompson were the landscape
architects for the Park and Harry Sims Bent was the Park architect who
supplemented Richards and Thompson’s landscape plans.
Please make the City & Co.’s priority to be maintenance of the historic space that is
open, beautiful and adaptable for many events.
I strongly oppose this resolution.

Testimony
Attachment

Accept Terms and
1

Agreement

IP: 192.168.200.67
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Alethea Rebman

Phone 808-545-7035

Email akr92003flgyahoo.com

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH
Zoning

Committee

Agenda Item Ala Moana Park, Resolution 20-21

Your position on
Oppose

the matter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to
speak at the No
hearing?

I write in opposition to the Resolution as written. No plan should include the
Written playground or the dog park. The parking changes should be revisited, as it seems
Testimony reasonable enough to me but many others dedicated to the park oppose it and it

should not be implemented over their voices.

Testimony
Attachment

Accept Terms and
Agreement

lP: 192.168.20067
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Marilyn MIck

Phone 8084797764

Email inarilynmick@pobox.com
Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH Zonina
Committee b

Agenda Item Resolution 20-21

Your position on the
Opposenatter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to
N

speak at the hearing? - 0

We are all familiar with the history of this SMA so no need here to go over it.
Instead please allow me to get right to the point of what needs to be changed to
keep Ala Moana the People’s Park.
1. remove the playground from the SIMA
2. stop or modify the perpendicular parking
3. stop the dog park at Ala Moana Beach Park
4. stop or modify the sand/beach replenishment plan

Written Testimony 5. stop or modify the magic island parking lot reconfiguration to save the center
area green lawn
6. protect the historical elements of the park
7. protect the trees
8. stop spending taxpayer dollars on unnecessary projects in Ala Moana Park and
Magic Island

Mahalo. Marilyn Mick

Testimony
Attachment

Accept Terms and
Agreement

IP: 192.168.200.67
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Winona Holmes

Phone 808 256-8008

Email nonaholmesZihotmail.com

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH
Zoning

Committee

Agenda Item Resolution 20-2 1

Your position
Oppose

on the matter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to
speak al the No
hearing?

My name is Nona Holmes and 1 oppose resolution 20-21. As a lifelong resident and
4th generation kamaaina. please just keep Ala Moana Beach Park and Magic Island as

Written is and not trying to ‘improve” it with bells and whistles from other special interest

Testi
groups. Oahu taxpayers have it rough just trying to keep our existing parks properly

I y maintained and things that are broken fixed. Keep it simple, green, and maintained and
we will remain happy locals. Thank you for allowing me to express my opinion.
Nona Holmes

Testimony
Attachment

Accept Terms
and Agreement

IP: 192.168.200.67
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Kevin Fung

Phone 8082956365

Email kevin:blueplanetsurfcom

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH Committee Zoning

Agenda Item Resolution 20-2 1

Your position on the
Oppose

matter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to speak at
No

the hearing?

I am oppose to Resolution 20-21 and would like to remove the do park.V/ritten Testimony
playground and perpendicular parking proposal from Master Plan

Testimony Attachment

Accept Terms and
1

Agreement

IP: 192.168.200.67
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Pamela Wong

Phone 8082268157

Email pwongl 973tg:gmail.corn

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH Commitlee Zoning

Agenda Item Resolution 20-2 1

Your position on the matter Oppose

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to speak at the
-. No

hearing?

PLEASE:
remove the playground from the SMA
stop or modify the perpendicular parking
stop the dog park at Ala Moana Beach Park (the City is working on other
parks on land)

• stop or modify the sand/beach replenishment planWritten Testimony •

stop or modify the magic island parking lot reconfiguration to save the
center area green lawn
protect the historical elements of the park
protect the trees
stop spending taxpayer dollars on unnecessary projects in Ala Moana
Park and Magic Island

Testimony Attachment

Accept Terms and
Agreement

IP: 192.168.200.67
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From: CLK CouncU Info
Sent: Monday, February 3,2020 1:25 PM
Subject: Council/Pubhc Hearing Speaker Registration/Testimony

Speaker RegistrationlTestimony

Name Lei Ho
Phone 8082328050
EmaH hlh1430@yahoo.com
Meeting Date 02-06-2020
Council/PH

CouncilCommittee

Agenda Item Resolution 20-21
Your position on
the matter Oppose

Representing Self
Organization

Do you wish to
speak at the No
hearing?

Dear Councilmembers,
Please oppose Resolution 20-21 for the following reasons: i do not
believe the Director of DPP approved of the SMA application in an
informed and unbiased manner. Had she been informed of RoH
laws, she would know that (all) animals are banned from Ala Moana
and other parks, not just “unleashed dogs”. Some well-intended and
wise lawmakers long ago enacted that rule for good reason and we
have not changed the law as far as I am aware, One year of
insufficient testing of only water quality is too little, too late to be
made aware of the dangers of inviting more problems by building a
dog park at AMRP. Likewise, she should have deleted the

Wriffen playground and the perpendicular parking requests. If I were the
Testimony current concessionaire, I would be checking my contract with the City

and feeling highly offended that it even suggested placing a
competitor right beside me. That an additional bathroom would be
erected right beside the one that we just spent thousands of tax
dollars to renovate almost chokes me! I will not reiterate my
opposition to perpendicular parking on the beach road and hope that
those in control will have studied the data on increased injuries,
fatalities, and violence connected with that poor plan. They should
also study technology predictions for the future which say that people
will not be driving personal vehicles as we do now, but will ALL still
need tree-produced oxygen to breathe for as long as they live! will
also not reiterate my objections to tampering with sand both at the

1



shoreline as well as in the ocean and hope those in control will check
with ocean scientists before doing so. Thank you for allowing me
express my concerns. I am an old woman who won’t live much
longer, but who is very concerned for the future generations who will
not be able to correct problems we create now by not making
informed decisions. (Signed) Lei Ho

Testimony
Attachment
Accept Terms

1and Agreement

IP: 192.168.200.67
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Malia L K Marquez

Phone 8087831759

Email maliamarquez7 1 gmail.com

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PIT
Zoning

Committee

Agenda Item Resolution 20-2 1

Your position on
Oppose

the matter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to
speak at the No
hearing?

Aloha, My name is Malia Marquez and I oppose resolution 20-2 1. Please keep Ala
Moana Beach Park and Magic Island as is with proper maintenance.

Written The beauty of our islands is not to “add” improvements to open space. Its leaving
Testimony that natural, open space alone. The only improvements we need to Ala Moana

Beach Park and Magic Island is proper care and maintenance. Mahalo for your time
on this very important matter.

Testimony
Attachment

Accept Terms and
1

Agreement

IP: 192.168.200.67
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Nancy Watanabe

Phone 808-295-6163

Email nancyw@hawaiiantel.net
Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH
Zoning

Committee

Agenda Item Resolution 20-2 1

Your position
Oppose

on the matter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to
speak at the No
hearing?

I am opposed to Resolution 20-2 1 and strongly recommend killing it in its present
language. Main reasons for opposition:
1) The plan for a playground is still in the SMA. A playground as described is not
appropriate for Ala Moana Beach Park (AMBP). That issue was verbally resolved but
the language continues to be in the SMA.
2) Oppose the plan for perpendicular parking as it will create chaos and liability for
drivers (damage to cars while opening doors and moving items in and out of vehicle,
accidents while backing out to leave, etc).
3) Oppose the plan for a dog park - health and sanitation problems are a concern with
dogs using the park for relieving themselves; some owners may clean up after their
dogs but there will still be remnants of poop and pee on the grass and bags of waste
filling the trash cans. Maintenance workers can’t be expected to clean up after dogs

Written
and dog owners. Dogs would end up throughout the park walking to the area.
4) Oppose the sand/beach replenishment plan because there is no documentation thatTestimony . . . . . . .

it would not be damaging to existing ocean life; no consideration given to the tact of
rising tides.
5) Oppose the Magic Island parking reconfiguration; choose to save the center green
lawn area.
6) Oppose other projects that would require eliminating trees and green.
7) Recommendation: the dollars not spent on the above items could go towards
continued maintenance of the restroom facilities, keeping the park clean and green,
adding educational signage about NOT leaving trash, environmental concerns - to
help make us aware of our kuleana to the land and ocean that we are enjoying.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Nancy Watanabe

Testimony
Attachment
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name David Davis

Phone (808) 724-4709

Email 4ddavisgrnail.com

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH Committee Zoning

Agenda Item Resolution 20-2 1

Your position on the matter Oppose

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? No

Written Testimony I OPPOSE Resolution 20-2 1

Testimony Attachment

Accept Terms and Agreement I

IP: 192.168.200.67
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Zojing Wong

Phone 8089551993

Email Zojingaolcom

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH Committee Zoning

Agenda Item Resolution 20-21

Your position on the matter Oppose

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? No

Written Testimony

Testimony Attachment

Accept Terms and Agreement 1

IP: 192168.20067



Attention City Council,
I would like to express my strong opposition to Resolution 20-21. The approval of the SMA
should not go forward without several amendments. Although both the Mayor and Pa’ani
Kakou have stated that the one-acre playground will not be constructed in Ala Moana Park, it is
still part of the SMA. What this means is that the playground can still be built, despite
overwhelming community opposition and the aforementioned statements by the City
Administration and the organization pushing for the park in the first place. There are several
other proposals in the SMA that need to be looked at further. Sand replenishment needs much
more study; the extension of the Magic Island parking lot will take away over a hundred yards
of greenspace makai of the existing lot, with a minimal gain in parking stalls. The dog park is the
wrong facility in the wrong place. Dogs have been banned from the Park for a reason. That
much potential pollution is unacceptable in such a confined area.
Please reject Resolution 20-21. The public’s opinion on these changes to the Park have not been
acknowledged in content of the current SMA.
Kevin O’Leary
3390-A Kalihi St.
Honolulu, HI 96819
808-843-0477
Email:freenjayl@gmail.com
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Donna Hashimoto

Phone 8083839632

Email dyshashimotogmail.com

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH
Zoning

Committee

Agenda Item Resolution 20-2 1

Your position on the
Oppose

matter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to speak
No

at the hearing?

I live in the Kakaako area and love the open, green area of Ala Moana Park.
Written Testimony Please focus on maintaining the current infrastructure. It is such an enjoyable

park but needs security.

Testimony
Attachment

Accept Terms and
1

Agreement

IP: 192.168.200.67
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Elaine Jourdane

Phone 808 255 7379

Email ejourdanegmail.com

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH Committee Zoning

Agenda Item Resolution 20-21

Your position on the matter Oppose

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? No

Written Testimony

Testimony Attachment 20200204082711 Reso]ution20-02 1 _testimony.pdf

Accept Terms and Agreement 1

IP: 192.168200.67
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Department of Planning and Permiting’s

Recommendation on the SPECIAL MANAGEMENT AREA Use Permit No. 2019/SMA-36

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment in OPPOSITION to Resolution 20-021.

GRANTING A SPECIAL MANAGEMENT AREA (SMA) USE PERMIT FOR IMPROVEMENTS AT THE ALA

MOANA REGIONAL PARK AND MAGIC ISLAND, AS DESCRIBED IN THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT STATEMENT, ACCEPTED ON AUGUST 12, 2019, AT 1141, 1201, 1365, 1401, and 1605

ALA MOANA BOULEVARD WITHIN THE SMA.

I oopose Resolution 20-021 for the fo owing reasons:

1. Mayor Caldwe: and Pa’anh Kãkou announced on December 13, 2019, that the proposed

one-acre playground would not be built in Ala Moana Beach Park and could be relocatec

to Kaka’ako. Tierefore, tne Resolution should be amenoed to delete any reference to

the accepted FEIS which contains the playground. If not, approval of the SMA permt

would allow tne playground to be built at Aa Moana Beach Park.

2. Reference to the EIS in the SMA appication would alow for perpenccular parking along

the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive. This would require the removal of green space

and trees. Perpendicular parking is unnecessary and creates an unsafe egress. I oppose

this change. Amend SMA application to delete any refe’ence to the acceoted FEIS and

changes to perpendicuar parking along the mauka side of ala Moana 2ark Drive.

3. Reference to tie FEIS in the SMA application would allow for creating a dog park at the

ewa end of the ParL The oroposeo dog park ooes not meet minima standards for a dog

park. oppose the creation of the dog park. Amend the SMA application to de ete any

reference to the accepted FEIS which includes the creation of the dog park.

On Monday, February 3, 2020, the local news announced that Mayor CaIdwell has scrapped

plans for Blaisdell Center renovations because of the unknown final costs of construction of the

rail project. Many of the proposed Ala Moana Beach Park improvements come will come with a

high cost also (estimated $144 million in 2016 dollars). It is time to scrap the high-cost grandiose

plans for Ala Moana Beach Park and put tax payers money into essential upgrades and

maintenance of our People’s Park.
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Eric K Komori

Phone 808 2267893

Email ekomorigrnail.corn

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH Committee Zoning

Agenda Item Resolution 20-2 1

Your position on the matter Oppose

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? No

Written Testimony

Testimony Attachment 20200204082840 Resolution 20-021 testimony pdf

Accept Terms and Agreement

IP: 192.168,20067
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Department of Planning and Permiting’s

Recommendation on the SPECIAL MANAGEMENT AREA Use Permit No. 2019/SMA-36

Thank you for the opporturity to provde comment in OPPOSITION to Resolution 20-021.

GRANTING A SPECIAL MANAGEMENT AREA (SMA) USE PERMF FOR IMPROVEMENTS AT THE ALA

MOANA REGIONAL PARK AND MAGIC ISLAND, AS DESCRIBED IN THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT STATEMENT, ACCEPTED ON AUGUST 12, 2019, AT 1141, 1201, 1365, 1401, and 1605

ALA MOANA BOULEVARD WITHIN THE SMA.

I oppose Resolution 20-021 for the following reasons:

1. Mayor CaIdwell and Pa’anu Kãkou announced on December 13, 2019, that the proposed

one-acre playground would not be built in Ala Moana Beach Park and could be relocated

to Kaka’ako. Therefore, the Resolution should be amended to delete any reference to

the accepted FEIS which contains the playground. If not, approval of the SMA permit

would allow the playground to be built at Ala Moana Beach Park.

2. Reference to the EElS in the WA applIcation would allow for perpendichar parkng along

the mauka side of Ala Moana 2ark Drive. This would requre te removal of green space

and trees. Perpendicular parking is unnecessary and creates an unsafe egress. l oppose
this charge. Amend SMA. anolication to delete ary reference to the accepted FEIS anc
changes to perpendicular parking along the mauka side of ala Moana Park Drive.

3. Reference to the FEIS in the SMA application would aliow for creating a dog park at the
ewa end of the Park. The proposed dog park does not meet minimal standards for a dog
park. I oppose the creation of the dog park. Amend the SMA application to delete any
reference to the accepted EElS which includes the creation of the dog park.

On Monday, February 3, 2020, the local news announced that Mayor CaIdwell has scrapped
plans for Blaisdell Center renovations because of the unknown final costs of construction of the
rail prolect. Many of the proposed Ala Moana Beach Park improvements come will come with a
high cost also (estimated $144 million in 2016 dollars). It is time to scrap the high-cost granoiose
p!ans for Ala Moana Beach Park and put tax oayers money into essenUal upgrades and
maintenance of our People’s Park.
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Lawrence Miike

Phone 8082391258

Email 1hrniike•l;hawaii.rr.com

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH
Zoning

Committee

Agenda Item Res. 20-21

Your position
Oppose

on the matter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to
speak at the No
hearing?

I oppose this resolution, as detailed in my previous testimonies on Res. 19-263 on

Nov. 6,2019 and at the Public Hearing on December 18. 2019. My objections to the
dog park and playground are detailed there. And why is the playground still included.
when the City has relocated it to Kakaako Waterfront Park?

Written The entire application is deficient, because it does not provide all of the required
Testimony materials, as detailed in my prior testimonies. A mere assertion of estimated costs

without any supportive information is unreviewable. plus the SMAP estimate of SI 44
million is in conflict with the estimate of SI 33 million in the FEIS. If the estimated
costs had been presented as one dollar or one billion dollars without supportive
infoni’iation, surely that would be unacceptable. So why would $144 million?

Testimony
Attachment

Accept Terms
I

and Agreement

IP: 192.168.200.67
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Peneiope

Phone Hazzard

Email Pennyhazz@yahoo.com
Meeting Date 2/6/2020

Council/PH Committee Zoning

Agenda Item 5 Resolution 20-2 1

Your position on the
Oppose

matter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to speak at
No

the hearing?

I do not support this. I would like to see proposed doe park. playground andWritten Testimony
- perpendicular packing removed from application

Testimony Attachment

Accept Terms and
Agreement

IP: 192.168.200.67
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Maureen Harnisch

Phone 808 398 0025

Email maureenharnischflgmaiI.com

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH
Zoning

Committee

Agenda Item Resolution 2021 SMA Permit Ala Moana Beach Park
Your position on

Oppose
the matter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to
speak at the No
hearing?

If there is not going to be a playground as the Mayor has said, then take it out of
Written Testimony the SMA Permit. I urge you NOT to support this resolution until the playground is

taken out of the SMA Permit. Mahalo

Testimony
Attachment

Accept Terms and
1Agreement

IP: 192.168.200.67
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Denise Boisvert

Phone 415-845-5495

Email infofordeniseivahoo.com

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH
Zoning

Committee

Agenda Item Resolution 20-2 1

Your position on
Oppose

the matter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to
speak at the Yes
hearing?

Dear Chair Menor and Councilmembers.

As relieved as I am that the focus on the location of this proposed park has
changed from Ala Moana Beach Park to the more logical Kaka’ako area near the
Children’s Discovery Center. I must strongly OPPOSE this resolution.

Written Testimony
Please amend and improve it by REMOVING the dog park. the playground, and
the perpendicular parking proposal on the Park Drive from the EN Master Plan
and SMA Use Permit Application.

Thank you for your kind consideration!

Testimony
Attac Inn e nt

Accept Terms and
1

Agreement

IP: 192,168.200.67
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Kim Jorgensen

Phone 415-845-5495

Email hawaiicondo@yahoo.com
Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH
Zoning

Committee

Agenda Item Resolution 20-2 1

Your position on
Opposethe matter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to
speak at the No -

hearing?

I strongly OPPOSE this resolution because the dog park, the playground, and the
Written Testimony perpendicular parking proposal on the Park Drive have not yet been removed from

the EIS Master Plan and SMA Use Permit Application.

Testimony
Attachment

Accept Terms and
1

Agreement

IP: 192168200.67
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Margaret knight

Phone 8085216652

Email Condohi@aol.com
Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH Committee Zoning

Agenda Item 20-02 1

Your position on the matter Oppose

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? No

The dog park proposed would bring in more
Irresponsible people with their dogs and
Create a problem for the people and children
Who want to enjoy the peacefulness of the

Written Testimony Park.
The one acre playground needs to be removed from the SMA.
stop wasting taxpayers money and protect
the historical elements of the park.
Mahalo

Testimony Attachment

Accept Terms and Agreement 1

IP: 192.168.200.67

n



Page 1 of I

Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name MARSHA H BOLSON

Phone 8087546814

Email mhbolsongmai1.com

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH
Zoning

Committee

Agenda [tern Resolution 20-2 1

Your position on
Oppose

the matter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to
speak at the No
hearing?

I oppose Resolution 20-21 and believe that in order to uphold its commitment to
NOT BUILD the 1-acre playground that was proposed to be built at Ala Moana
Park by Pa’ani Kakou, the City Council must remove the playground from the
SMA.

Additionally, the City should:
1. stop or modify the perpendicular parking
2. stop the dog park at Ala Moana Beach Park

Written Testimony 3. stop or modify the sand/beach replenishment plan
4. stop or modify the magic island parking lot reconfiguration to save the center
area grcen lawn
5. protect the historical elements of the park
6. protect the trees

Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony against Resolution 20-21.

Testimony
Attachment

Accept Terms and
Agreement

IP: 192.168.200.67
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Speaker Registration/Testimony

Name Jennifer Gaura

Phone 8082751576

Email ThegauragroupgmaiI.com

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH Committee Zoning

Agenda Item 2021

Your position on the
Oppose

matter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to speak at
N

the hearing?
0

This water park/dog park abomination was supposedly taken out of Plans for
Ala Moana Beach Park and was relocated to Kakaako.

Written Testimony Feels like another bail and switch by developers.
Stop lurning our parks into an unwanted Disneyland. We don’t need or want
anymore tourist attracl ions.

Testimony Attachment

Accepl Terms and
Agree inc nt

IP: 192.168.200.67
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Name LYNNE KOBAYASHI

Phone 808-389-2993

Email mika.o1eary2gmail.com

Meeting Date 02-06-2020

Council/PH
Zomng

Committee

Agenda Item Resolution 20-2 1

Your position
Oppose

on the matter

Representing Self

Organization

Do you wish to
speak at the No
hearing?

I oppose Resolution 20-2 1 for the following reasons.

THE PLAYGROUND
Before a permit for improvements at Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island can
be under consideration, the SMA must be changed to reflect the change in status of thc
playground. Although Pa’ani Kakou and the City have agreed to move the proposed
playground from AMBP to Kakaako. it is still an item in the current SMA, This needs
to be removed before any permit request is submitted, since it is not an accurate
reflection of the current situation.

THE TRANSCRIPT OF 12/18/19 PUBLIC HEARING
The transcript of the public hearing held on December 18, 2019 at McCoy Pavilion was
hastily and sloppily executed, and heavily redacted. Councilmembers must have access
to the original testimony or more accurate transcription, or they are receiving
information that is in some cases so incomplete as to be unreliable.

MAGIC ISLAND PARKING RECONFIGURATION
I strongly oppose the City’s plan to change the parking configuration at Magic Island.
Driving cars deep into the currently unbroken sea of green to gain a few parking stalls
is a wanton and careless act. Aside from the expense of removing landscaped grass,
trees, and walkways to cover the area with asphalt and parking stalls. it will result in the
permanent loss of contiguous green space.

Groups that I have observed using the park include tai chi practitioners. yoga classes.
Korean singing groups. amateur acrobatic groups. family picnickers...sinall weddings.
meditation groups, and exercise groups. I have seen people sitting alone, reading, in the
center of the green park space of Magic Island, and couples of all ages relaxing and
chatting. I have seen children learning to ride bikes through the center of the park, their
parents following close behind them. From dawn till dusk, walkers, joggers, and
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families with baby strollers safely negotiate the large oval swath of green that is Magic
Island. People on one side, cars on the other.

In the current configuration. the parking lot is clearly separated from the recreational
areas. In the proposed configuration, when the parking area is driven right down the
middle (according to the FEIS. it will advance about 350 feet into the green space), the
cars will be closer to park users, with increased exposure to moving vehicles, noise, and
exhaust fumes. Although the proposed re-configuration claims no green space will be
lost, the quality of that green space will be much diminished, for a paltry forty-six
parking stalls.

BARK PARKS
Adding off-leash dog parks to the Kewalo end of the park will destroy the park’s
creator’s original intern. The rock garden gracing the western side of the park echoes
what is left of the “oriental pond” concept on the other side of the park road.

The City proposes the dog parks as its solution to the existing problem of the presence
of dogs in the park. Dog parks will not reduce the number of dogs in the park. Rather.
without dedicated parking for the dog owners, it will encourage users to walk their dogs
throughout the park. Once their dogs have played in the bark park, the owners might
decide to take thc dogs for a swim. Considering the history of the Citvs abysmal lack
of enforcement of its own park rules, the entire Ala Moana Beach Park will become one
big dog-infested park.

Written . . .With bark parks come noise, smell, and feces that will need disposing. With theTestimony .

upcoming plastic bag ban, the last will be problematic. Maintenance must he budgeted
for, and must be constant, or the Kewalo end of the park will be a pool of dog
excrement, Its location right next to the canal also threatens the health and safety of
ocean users.

The trees in the area proposed for the bark parks are currently used by manu-o-ku
(white terns) who lay their eggs in their branches. These are breeding sites known to
organizations who have been observing the area for the past four years. No study has
been forwarded by the City on how the concentratcd presence of off-leash animals will
affect tern behavior and well-being. Resolution 20-21 mentions monitoring the trees.
The point is moot, considering the testimony from dog trainer Carol Ching, who said
that dog urination will destroy lawns and trees in the extremely confined area of the
bark park. When the trees are gone, the birds will be gone. No amount of tree
monitoring will fix that.

The proposed bark park will fence off green space from all other park users and create a
special use zone for a single group. Rather than steal park space from the people who
use the park. the City should encourage creative discussion among dog owners to seek
other properties that are not being currently used as public park space.

C ONC L C SI ON
A permit should not be granted to projects that are widely unpopular, expensive, and
unfeasible (or as in the case of the playground, no longer under consideration), projects
that will cost the city in revenue. environmental damage, and good will, with negligible
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I oppose Resolution 20-2] because it still contains items I am strongly against. The
playground is still in despite the promise to move it to Kaka’ako. I oppose the
perpendicular parking, the dog park, sand replenishment, and especially the modification
of Magic Island.
I was at Washington Intermediate school when Magic Island was created. My classmates
and I often swam there as an unofficial class gathering. I have been swimming there for
the past year and am amazed how much it has improved since the 1960’s. There arc coral
heads with fishes and schools of fishes in the lagoon, People pick seaweed for their meals.
Mv husband and I swim/surf Ala Moana beach everyday. We see who is there on

Written weekday mornings and afternoons. We bring guests to watch the fireworks on Friday
Testimony nights. We see ho\v well used every area of the paik is on weekends. Please, stop all

unnecessary work/embellishment. We, locals, do not need anything done to our park. It is
where we can spread out and enjoy green open spaces vs our tight cramped apartments
near the noisy freeway and streets. There has already been unnecessary spending - ic: the
coconut trees planted at night on the makai side of the park. These coconut tress not only
took up our picnic area but will now cost the city a great deal of money to maintain, not to
mention the possible danger of fonds and coconuts falling on someone or a vehicle.
Why is the mayor and his office not listening to our repeated request to leave Ala Moana
park as it is? Why are we wasting time and money?
mahalo for your kind and patient consideration.

Testimony
Attachment

Accept Terms
and
Agreement

IP: 192.168.200.67
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Name Holly Yamada
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Email yamadahjgmail.com

Meeting Date 02-06-2020
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Do you wish to speak at the hearing? No

Written Testimony
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!nntP1c?c /2QQ


